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™= preharvest applications - When applied as directed under the
conditions described, this product will control or suppress
annual and perennial weeds prior to the harvest of grain
sorghum (milo).

Apply up to but no more than 1 quart per acre of this product
plus 0.5 to 1 percent nonionic surfactant by total spray
volume in 3 to 20 gallons of water per acre.

For ground applications, use this product {n 3 to 20 gallons
of water per acre. For aerial applications, use this product
- in 3 to 10 galions of water per acre,

Apply this product after maximum head fill or seed set {is
complete and the crop is physiologically mature. Make
applications when the moistuce content of the milo is 30
— percent or less. Allow a minimum of 7 days between
application and harvest.
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MEMORANDUM
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SUBJECT: Definition of milled products for various grains. :
FROM: Charles L. Trichilo, Chief

Residue Chemistry Branch /25%i7
Hazard Evaluation Division (TS-769) an.d

TO: RCB Staff

As a result of the publication of the Residue Chemistry Guide-
lines, the Branch has received requests for definitions of the
commodities designated as milled products for various grains.
Unless there is information indicating that other milled pro-
ducts should be considered, the “ollowing products should be
included in processing studies.

Crop Milled Products

barley hulls, bran, flour, pearl barley
buckwheat "hulls, middlings, flour
field corn wet milling-starch, crude + refined oils

dry milling-grits, meal, flour, crude +
refined oils

guar meal, gum
millet hulls, flour, meal

oats hulls, flour, rolled oats

rice hulls, bran, polished rice

rye flour, rye feed (mix of bran, red

- dog flour, and middlings)
grain sorghum flour, starch

wheat bran, flour, middlings, shorts

If an adequate processing study has been conducted on wheat, it
would satisfy the reguirement for studies on barley, buckwheat,
millet, oats and rye. Guar, field corn, rice and grain sorghum
would each require their own processing study.

cc: RF, Cultural practices files (corn, grain, guar, oats, rice,
sorghum, wheat), Petition Review Aids File



